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CLAIMS 24-49 ARE PENDING 



1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action of the parent case, 09/837,1 14. 



2. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 
F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 
USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 
1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 
418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321(c) may be 
used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly 
owned with this application. See 37 CFR 1 .130(b). 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 



Claims 24-49 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness- 
type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-8 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,662,174. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably 
distinct from each other because they each represent a broadening and/or an obvious 
further limitation of a claim of '174. 

As an example, consider claim 24 in relation to claim 1 of *174. Claim 24 is 
essentially word-for-word the same as claim 1 of '174 except that it omits all or parts of: 
COL 11 lines 38-41, 49-51 and COL 12 lines 1-6. 

The other claims admit to a similar analysis. 
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It is obvious to broaden the claims of an invention because this increases the 
utility of the invention with little or no additional cost. 

3. Claims 24-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Weissman et al (Welssman), US 6,212,524, 3 April 2001. 

Weisman is directed to creating and populating a datamart. 
As to claim 24: 

A method of operating an analytical server which is positioned between a client 
and a Relational Database Management System (RDBI\^S), the method operable to 
provide an interface between the client and a relational database located on the 
RDBMS, the relational database having fact tables, dimension tables, and metadata 
describing the relationships between the fact and dimension tables 

System 100 of FIG 1 is an analytical server positioned between a client and a 
RDBMS. A datamart comprises fact, aggregate, and dimension tables [COL 17 line 62 
to Col 18 line 2]. The central theme of the datamart system of Weissman is the use of 
metadata, as provided by the overview [COL 7 line 23 and after]. In particular note the 
definition of a constellation [COL 6 lines 12-16]. 

receiving in the analytical server, from the RDBMS, at least a portion of the 
metadata information regarding the relational database and Its organization, including 
information about a logical hierarchy of the fact and dimension tables. 
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This information, as sliown in FIG 5, Is received and processed [COL 28 lines 22- 
53], and includes dimension role names, aggregate groups and the like. 

receiving in the analytical server, from the client, a metric query 

It is the nature of a datamart to support queries at a higher level (meaning 
aggregates and summaries) than does a simple RDB [COL 1 lines 61-64]. Weissman is 
specific about the receipt of such queries as in FIG 1 104 and the corresponding 
discussion [Col 8 lines 8-19 and elsewhere]. 

determining, based on the received information regarding the logical hierarchy of 
the fact and dimension tables and based on the metric query received from the client, 
which hierarchical levels of the fact and dimension tables are available in the relational 
database for responding to the metric query. 

This determination is made at runtime in navigation of the system that 
detemnines which aggregates to use in response to a query [COL 27 lines 23-48]. 

determining at least one database query according to the available hierarchical 
levels of the fact and dimension tables 

This occurs when a view is generated in response to a query [COL 27 lines 42- 

48]. 

sending the determined at least one database query to the RDBMS whereby the 
metric query can be responded to by the analytical server based on responses of the 
RDBMS to the determined at least one database query. 

This is the point of the system, of course, and most simply is depicted in FIG 1 , 
where the extraction program 120 communicates with the database source 110. 
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As to claim 25, Weissman is directed to organizing the datamart in the form of a 
star schema [COL 2 lines 26-38; Col 3 lines 36-40]. 

As to claim 26, an example of a table that stores the supported level for each 
dimension in the star schema is depicted in FIG 3. In more particular, FIG 5 shows 
supported levels for a date_key (day, week, month, year). These examples correspond 
directly to the description of support levels in the parent ['174 COL 3 lines 32-42]. 

As to claim 27, the time dimension in Weissman is represented at least by the 
date special dimension [COL 14 lines 54-57], and is treated explicitly at COL 29 lines 
59-65 and COL 30 line 57 and COL 31 line 14. 

As to claims 28-29, an example of 4-level time dimension including years and 
months is shown in FIG 5 and the citations noted above in re claim 27. 

As to claim 30 Weissman teaches the use of one or more dimension tables 
(which include time dimensions). In the case of more than one dimension table two time 
dimension tables are supported. 

As to claim 31, the metadata FIG 1 160 includes security infonnation [COL 8 
lines 21-25] that Is available for responding to a query and is othenvise accessible [COL 
35 lines 37-38]. 

As to claim 32, the dimension usage within a constellation is defined within a 
ticksheet that defines the user interface objects [COL 31 lines 60-67; COL 32 lines 42- 
62 and 42-43 and 54-55 in particular]. The results are reported through a connector that 
determines extraction [COL 20 lines 8-14; lines 64-65]. Usage is specific for dimensions 
[COL 14 lines 27-29]. Output is In the fonn of reports [FIG 34]. 
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As to claim 33, Weissman describes how predefined aggregates are used to 
answer different queries at COL 30 line 57 to COL 31 line 13]. 

4. Claims 34-49 would be allowable upon receipt of a terminal disclaimer. 
Claims 34-39 include: a designation specifying by dimension which measures 

are additive and which measures are non-additive. This Is interpreted in light of the 
Specification ['174 COL 4 lines 53-64] to be a flag included in the measure indicator. 
This feature, in combination with the other elements of the claims, is neither anticipated 
nor suggested by the prior art of record. 

Claims 40'49 include a test and resulting action that deals with a measure that is 
insufficiently fine in order to respond to a metric query. This feature, in combination with 
the other elements of the claims, is neither anticipated nor suggested by the prior art of 
record. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wayne Amsbury whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4015. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6-18:30 FIRST WEEK. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 571-272-4023. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomiation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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